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DETAILED ACTION 

L Claims 1-12 are presented for examination. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected. Some of the informalities are: 

i. The "DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION" section 
contains significant amount of prior art contents. All the known prior art contents 
from the "DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION" section needs to 
be moved into the "Description of Related Art" sub-section of the 
"BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION" section. 

ii. Unless the invention is created from scratch, applicant needs to provide all 
the prior arts that have led to the invention, i.e., existing patents and publications 
related to the claimed terms. Applicant needs to submit the IDS containing lOR 
and SSL related information, as mentioned in the background of the information. 
In response to this requirement, please provide the title, citation and copy of each 
publication that is a source used for the description of the prior art in the 
disclosure. For each publication, please provide a concise explanation of that 
publication's contribution to the description of the prior art. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

3. The title of the invention is not descriptive, A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 
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The following title is suggested: "Method and system to dynamically select a reliable 
protocol from a remote object handle supported protocols to communicate with the object". 

Drawings 

4. Figures 1 and 2 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only that 
which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). A proposed drawing correction or corrected 
drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the apphcation. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 2, 4, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The terms "a configuration predefined and associated with" and "determined to quaUfy" 
in claim 2 are relative terms, which render the claim indefinite. 

The terms "one or more properties", "property has an enabled and disabled state", 
"referencing a property", "the referenced property when the property is in the enabled state" in 
claim 4 are relative terms, which render the claim indefinite. 

The term "a configuration predefmed" in claim 8 is a relative term, which render the 
claim indefinite. 
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Claim 2 recites the limitation "the referenced configuration". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the referenced property". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the prescribed manner". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, pubhshed under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the appUcant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the appHcant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Goertzel et al, 
6,208,952 (Hereinafter Goertzel). 

8. As per claim 1, Goertzel teaches the following: 

a method for selecting one protocol from among a plurality of protocols to establish 
communication between two computers, where the first computer has an object and the second 
computer has an object-handle associated with the, object, and where the object-handle identifies 
the plurality of protocols, the method comprising the steps of: 
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generating bids for one or more protocols among the plurality of protocols (e.g., the 
method selects the highest priority common protocol between the client RPCSS process and the 
server RPCSS process. The priority of the protocols may be indicated in the registry by the 
ordering of the installed protocols, col, 7, line 35 - col., 8, line 33) identified by the object- 
handle (e.g., RPC handle, col, 7, line 35 - col, 8, line 33); 

arranging the bids in a sequence corresponding to the relative preference among the 
protocols (e.g., the priority of the protocols may be indicated in the registry by the ordering of 
the installed protocols, col, 7, Une 35 - col, 8, line 33), and 

parsing the arranged bids in a prescribed manner to thereby select a protocol that is 
the highest preference according to the sequence and is effective in establishing the 
communication (e.g., the method selects the highest priority common protocol between the cHent 
RPCSS process and the server RPCSS process, the use of a single, or at least a hmited number of 
protocols, tends to reduce the amount of system resources allocated for communications. In 
addition, the highest priority protocol can be one that is particularly well adapted for the 
particular network configuration of the cHent and server computer systems, col, 7, line 35 - col, 

8, line 33). 

9. As per claim 2, Goertzel teaches the following: 

referencing a configuration predefined and associated with the second computer (e.g., the 
priority of the protocols may be indicated in the registry by the ordering of the installed 
protocols, col, 7, line 35 - col, 8, line 33), 

for each protocol among the plurality of protocols, determining whether the protocol 
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qualifies according to the referenced configuration; and when the protocol is determined to 
qualify, setting the bid equal to a value determined according to the referenced configuration 
(e.g., In step 502, the method determines whether the server process identified by the passed 
Oxid has already registered the selected protocol by checking the Oxid/Protocol table. If the 
server process has aheady registered the selected protocol, then the method returns the server 
remote string binding for the selected protocol to the client computer system, else the method 
continues at step 503. In step 503, the method gets the RPC handle for the passed Oxid. The 
RPC handle identifies the server process to the RPC component. In step 504, the method 
invokes the method UseProtSeq of the lORCallback interface passing the RPC handle of the 
server process and the selected protocol. The invoked method returns the server string binding. 
In step 505, the method registers the Oxid as using the selected protocol and server remote string 
binding in the Oxid/Protocol table and the method then returns, col, 7, line 35 - col, 8, line 33). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goertzel et al. 
in view of Underwood 6,601,233. 

12. As per claims 3-5, Goertzel discloses the invention substantially as claimed including: 
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the configuration includes a default value associated with a protocol, and setting the bid 
for the protocol equal to the default value on the condition that no other value for the bid is 
determined (e.g., the method selects the highest priority common protocol between the chent 
RPCSS process and the server RPCSS process, the use of a single, or at least a limited number of 
protocols, tends to reduce the amount of system resources allocated for communications. In 
addition, the highest priority protocol can be one that is particularly well adapted for the 
particular network configuration of the cUent and server computer systems, col., 7, line 35 - col, 
8, line 33). 

Goertzel does not specifically mention about a default protocol settings and the detailed 
protocol related settings. However, the concept of protocol selection based on protocol related 
criteria is clearly disclosed by Goetzel and it is also well known in the prior art, for example. 
Underwood, discloses the following: 

the configuration includes a property relating to a protocol , wherein each property has an 
enabled and disabled state, and wherein each property is associated with a bid value, referencing 
a property; and setting the bid equal to the bid value associated with the referenced property 
when the property is in the enabled state, the one or more properties are set to the enabled or the 
disabled state by a user operating the second computer (e.g., Netscape browser provided 
configuration windows for setting protocol (SSL) levels using dialog windows having 
checkboxes to enable or disable protocol properties and to use the default settings until user 
selection is done, col, 28, line 26 - col, 72, line 40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Goetzel and Underwood because Underwood's use of 
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graphical user interface windows would facilitate setting the protocol property selections. The 
default protocol property values and user selection of protocol details would allow one computer 
to communicate with another computer using the most reUable protocol from the specified object 
supported protocols, as suggested by Underwood. 


13. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goertzel 
et al. in view of "Official Notice". 

14. As per claims 6 and 7, Goertzel discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
including: 

the arranging step is determined by the value of the bids (e.g., the method selects the 
highest priority common protocol between the client RPCSS process and the server RPCSS 
process, the use of a single, or at least a limited number of protocols, tends to reduce the amount 
of system resources allocated for communications. In addition, the highest priority protocol can 
be one that is particularly well adapted for the particular network configuration of the client and 
server commxter systems, col, 7, line 35 - col, 8, line 33). 

/f Goertzel does not specifically mention about lowest value bid is the most preferred. 
However, Ine concept of protocol selection based on protocol related criteria are clearly 
Llos^byGoetzel. l^^^ '^^^^ ^(-^ ^/ f--'^^ , \ ^.c^U^ . 

\^ "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing setting the 
orders of bidding such that the lowest value bid is the most preferred, the highest value bid is the 
least preferred and parsing in ascending order is well known and expected in the art. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include desired bidding order with the teachings of Goertzel in order to facilitate 
because it would provide a selection of the protocol based on its bid value and the order in which 
the protocol is listed. The protocol having bid value lesser than other protocols will be selected 
first. If two protocols will have same bid values than the protocol having the ascending bid value 
will be selected first. 

15. Claims 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goertzel et 
al in view of Jerger et al 6,345,361 (Hereinafter Jerger). 

16. As per claims 8-12, Goertzel discloses the invention substantially as claimed including: 
referencing a configuration predefined and associated with the second computer; and 

setting the bid equal to a value according to the referenced configuration (e.g., In step 502, the 
method determines whether the server process identified by the passed Oxid has ateady 
registered the selected protocol by checking the Oxid/Protocol table. If the server process has 
already registered the selected protocol, then the method returns the server remote string binding 
for the selected protocol to the client computer system, else the method continues at step 503. In 
step 503, the method gets the RPC handle for the passed Oxid. The RPC handle identifies the 
server process to the RPC component. In step 504, the method invokes the method UseProtSeq 
of the lORCallback interface passing the RPC handle of the server process and the selected 
protocol. The invoked method returns the server string binding. In step 505, the method 
registers the Oxid as using the selected protocol and server remote string binding in the 
Oxid/Protocol table and the method then returns, col, 7, line 35 - col, 8, line 33). 
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Goertzel does not specifically mention about protocol settings selected from plurality of 
ranges and the detailed protocol related settings. However, the concept of protocol selection 
based on protocol related criteria is clearly disclosed by Goetzel and it is also well known in the 
prior art, for example, Jerger, discloses the following: 

plurality of prescribed ranges for bid value, a priority list, adjusting the value of the bids 
falling within a single range according to the priority list specified in the referenced 
configuration, one or more conditions associated with the plurality of prescribed ranges such that 
the bids falling within each of the plurality ranges are parsed when the associated conditions are 
satisfied, (e.g., The system security poUcy of the present invention is configured in progressively 
more "fine-grained levels" of configuration. As the configuration moves "down" the levels from 
the configuration of security zones to configuring primitives that define the parameters of a 
permission, the method and system of the present invention permit progressively "finer grain" 
control of just what the active content will be permitted to do on the user*s system, col, 11, hnes 


the ranges include an exclusivity range with an associated condition that if there is at 
least one bid within the exclusivity range (e.g., protected permissions settings, col., 10, line 3 - 
col., 28, line 25), the bids falling within ranges having lower preference than exclusivity range 
are not parsed (e.g., protected permissions settings, col, 10, line 3 - col, 28, line 25), the ranges 
include a critical range with an associated condition such that the bids falling within the critical 
range are parsed before the bids in any other range are parsed (e.g., the settings that are not 
modifiable by the user, col, 10, Hne 3 - col, 28, Hne 25), 


8-12), 


\ 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Goetzel and Jerger because Jerger's use of graphical user 
interface windows would facilitate setting the protocol property selections. The user selection of 
protocol details from several associated ranges would allow one computer to communicate with 
another computer using the most reliable protocol from the specified supported protocols, as 
suggested by Jerger. 

Conclusion 

17. Examiner has found numerous arts related to the disclosed subject matter. The prior art 
made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to apphcant's disclosure. 
See Form PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (703) 605-5234. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John FoUansbee, can be reached at (703) 305-8498. 

The appropriate fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 
Haresh Patel 
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